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FOR THE INQUIRER. 

The critic commences his review of my 
letter, by expressing his regret, that I have 
evinced so much ignorance of the doctrine 
of the univer ri and have so far depart- 
ed from the spirit of the religion of Jesus, 
as to misrepresent their sentiments and con- 
duct. Now I sincerely beg pardon for all 
my misrepresentations, inasmuch as it ne- 
ver entered into my*heart to deccive any 
mortal being. It appears that the point on 
which Ihave been seunbappy as to fall into 
an error, is the nature of the atonement ; 
but after all, | sce not the propricty of the 
critic’s remarks, that “ I did not give the 
Jeading principle of universalism.” Is it 
not the leading principle of universalism 
that © all men will be saved 2” It did not 
concern the present disquisition, what means 
God might employ, nor whether he had 
employed any means at all, to save man- 
kind. It was my principle design to con- 
fute the hypothesis, “ that there Is no pu- 

ushment beyond the grave,” and to do 
this by showing, from experience and ob- 
servation, from the probable and actual ef- 
fects of that hypothesis upon mankind, it 
could have no foundation in script ture. | 

shall therefore pass over the critic’s remarks 
ou atonement, as forcign to the present in- 
quiry. After some quotations from scrip- 
ture, he proceeds: “ We row tell you, sir, 
that we shall convict you of gross ignor- 
ance jin relation to our sentiments, antun- 
warrantable misrepresentation.” ‘That he 


ate ly commences a furious allack: upon 
what? Wi hy, an image of his owl fabrica- 
tion!) For what purpose, my good sir, 
was introduced all that patty y nedabiic 
quibling on the m sons ‘of the cxpre ssion, 
“a future pubishmen had I pere ceive in the 
transcription of this p! IFAase given in your 


criticism, you have taken the liberty to | 


suppress the letter a, which, though a small 
Jetier, has an important bearing in that 
place. I am persuaded no man of candor 
aud Jearning will ever doubi the import of | 
the phrase as it stands in the original copy. 








_itto the vround, 


may be as good as his word, he inimedi- | tempt to involve me in contradictions and 


| on the basis of ignorance, 


, pel Inquirer ! 


you ever read this” I reply, that I am 


under no obligation to give the authoity of 
what I never asserted ; and as to thre real 
assertion which | made, it is nota little sur- 
prising that you should inquire, since [ 
found abundant authority for itin the Gos- 
With no small air of su- 
perior penetration, the critic closes the 
section of his criticism under consideration, 
with this important caution: © L. will 
please to recollect that all things are future, 
&c.’’ lam sorry to inform the critic, that 
I find it somewhat difficult to recollect what 
1 never knew, nor heard of before. “ That 
all things are future,” is indeed a new axi- 
om in knowledge, for which the critic is re- 
quested to give his authority ; and he is 
moreover requested to try squaring his crit- 
icism by the goldenrule. After citing my 
remarks, begmning : “ It is a notorious 
fact, &c. we are told, “ misrepresentation 
and illiberality characterize the above pa- 
ragraph.’? Whether your assertion is truth, 
sir, it is neither yours nor my province to 
decide, but that of the public. One would 
conclude from the supercilious and boast- 
ing airof your declamation on pharisaism, 

that you had assumed Pope Gregory VII. 

lor your model in eloquence. Do not 
think hard of me if I should question your 
infallibility. 

The critic in No. 5 again sets up his 
straw image, and seems not a li'tle aston- 
ished at his power and dexterity in dashing 
He begins with an at- 


absurdity, and it must be confessed he has 
reared a collossal statue of triumph indeed 
In what school 


sir, Was you taught that honor and hone: ty 


| show the well informed reader, 
must know already, that these terms are 


always a virtue. 


To the question, “In whose writings did | | 


it is needless to 
what he 


are synonymous terms ? 


frequently applic 4 ta very opposite charac- 
ters. Besides I do not think it quite cer- 
ain that what is usually called honesty is 
The merit of any act de 
depends on the intention of the actor, and 
| what, it may be asked, is the amount of 
virtue in that act which is forced to be hon- 
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ect frou pure selfishness in the author : 
How is it, sie? Is it your dullness of ap- 
prehension, or a wilful attempt to distort, 
and sophisticate the truth, thet gave birth 
to the remarks, beginning with—* Lovk at 
the following, and be astonished.” flere 
again, you have incurred 
represe utation. I did not say, “ the 
eral character of the universalists is viedo 
and immoral.” bwould thank you, to show 
me, sir, where is the absurdity or 
diction in the proposition, “ that the uni- 
versalists may constitute the majority of 


rel 


OSPE L 


' abuse of resson at 
} 

assure yo, 
the guilt of mis- | 


INQUIRER. 


guilty of misrepresentin 
any ene * From ignorance and bitter 
oO} position” and withal an egregious lack 
of were iia | —— justly have expected an 
i iberalitv, but let me 
sg di: 1 not expect it from an 
avowed ne eae ate of iruth. 


Whether the critic imagined poor L, 
had Aon 
rad not sense cnouvh te understand his 

hoe writing, or whether he thought his 


contra- | 
-tmnone lis brethren 


that class of the community who are con- | 


sidered vicious and tmmovral, 
same time constitute another class of a dif- 
ferent character.” "Po illustrate the absur- 
city of your conclusion, Ict us take ano- 
ther subject and state a formal syllogism. 
Jt is a fact that all mankind bkave some 
Compre xion ; s there is aclass of them that 
are called negroes, therefore, they (that is 
mankind,) are all nezroes 1 Now, sir, 
admitting that you had mere the contra- 
dicuion in my statement, which you have 
been so nice as to make bor mec, it was not 
a fault by any means which arose out of she 
nature of the subject in 
therefore did net coucern you to medcle 
with it. You may say - have taken the 


same liberty with you ; not, however, un- | 


til your practice had justited i. But to 
pees : in the very bext paragraph, we 
again detect you I misre preseatation, | 
did not assert that | ever heard a universal- 
ist advise men to be trre/igivus- I was of 
the opinion that the universalist, and | 

doctrine preach very differeatly. The us 
versalist tells men, that they must be reti- 
gious. But his doctrine tells them that to 
be religious in this world is not necessary 
because it will not beiter their condition tn 
the world tocome. And I would add, the 
notion that men are always puns 
their offences in this world, contradicts the 
eaperience and observation of all ages ; 
neither is it true, that enjoyment always 
accompanies acourse of virtue inthis wor td: 
and this proposition is a trath which rest.ts 
fromthe very nature of man. ‘The strug: 
gle between lis two opposite 
tlesh and the spirit, the and the 
Jaw of the spirit of life, is a continued war- 
fore from which he can never expect to b 


me 
IS 
. 
' 


law ©} Sit, 


released until his earthly tabernacle is cis- | 


(il. Cor. 5.) which caused 
‘*O wretched man that | 
fu closing a observations, the 


sly advises me never lo be 


solved 


Paul to exclaim, 
am, Xc. 
critic very serious 


29 


controversy, aad 
| tlons 


natures, the 


and at the | 


ee 


own ¢caviing aud eoplistry would pass a- 
for cander and sound 
argument, is for him to decide ; I would 
mercly remark, that if the latter was his 
motive, be must have bad a poer opinion 
indeed cf his brethren’s honesty. 

The reader will perccive, that T have 
said very little on the subject im controver- 
SV, more than was necessary to defeud my- 
self from the cavilings of my opponent. 
For afier I had read his observations, per- 
ceiving that verbal criticism, rather than 
universalism, was likely to become the 
principle s ubject of dis spute, 1 determined 
to discontinue writing, farther than self-de- 


‘fence should render if necessary. 


! 


| pub ishing the above communication. 


' One Can 
hed G for \ 


to bel 


ej traiv, he has 


N. 5B. Jammy former communication, as 
it is printed, I have noticed several desia- 
irom the manusert ‘pls end in ene or 
{wo Instances, the sense is materially aflect- 
ed by them. 

You wou!d do me a favor, Mr. Editor, 
to insert the whole of this letter iu ene num- 
ber of your paper. L. 

REMARK 

We have qve eked: “ay propriety of 
Un- 
foriavaicly for us and unfortunately for our 
readers, there is a prospect of our being 
frequently troubled 
the above character. What 
have in reading boisterous 
uncharitable deciamati we cannot 
We have no dispesition to withold 
and candid coutroversalist, 
the privilege which we give to others, pro- 
viding he evinces a spirit of candor and 
honesty. "This character is greatly w anting 
in both of Ls communications. He has 
not furntshed us with a shadow of evidence 

ieve that he ts a fumble, candid and 

uirer alter truth. On the con- 
evinced much warnth and 
plainiy shown us that he ts rather z 

We give to cur fitcnd 1. this advice. 
When yeu write, endecvor to possess the 
spirit of charity earunce. Guard 
as much as you possibly cun against the at 


interest any 
tiiese 
and u Ons, 
tell, 
from any, fair 


sem siete . 38 
ols iGits were 
i 


a) nor rij. 
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tacks of acaliecia ‘ie aha: fairness and j|£rews to be false 2? You mast acknow- 
impartiality have their due iniuence. leds re that your pen and design had but 
Write with a view to promote free inquiry | little agreemcat. We believe that L.. 
and the cause of truth. An observance of| wrote his communicasion wit la view to ine 
these roles will secure to you a reputation |jure a denomination of christians. that are, 
va at cannot be lost ina moment, or injured | and aiways have beea, a dread to the pha- 
by the tongue of slander. ‘risee and bigot. Arrows dipped in gall 
We seriously ask I. if he was influenced | and pointed with the deadliest poison, have 
by the spirit of the meek and lowly Jesus, | often been hurled at the bonest believer of 
when he wrote? Did you feel friendly} trath, ‘Phank Ged, they have fallen harm- 
to the universalists against whom you di- | less at the feet of their object. 
rected your atiack f Re rad again and again | 3. It will be perceived that L. alludes to 
your communications, and see if you can|the quotations which we made from the 
declare, solemuly decisre, that you did4 scriptures, in our answer to bis first com- 
right, that you wrote hke a christian. munication, and without saying whether 
Having made the preceeding remarks, | they were true cv false. He bas not even 
(which we deemed necessary too, >) we will | intimated that they are or are not to be 
as biiedy a5 possible examine the letter of | found ip the bible. Is this fair? We gave 
we? ‘them wits a view to show L. that our sen- 
» L. tells us that it did net concern the | timent ts based ia the oracles of divine 
sadist of disquisition, what means God | truth. But he can only spead time to pass 
might employ, or whether he had employ- | them unnoticed. 
ed any means tosave mankind. The rea-; 4. He accases us of quibbling on the 
der is requested to turn to L’s lirst para- | subject of future puni-hment. Ilow did 
graph inthe 4th No. of the Inquirer, and we quibble : O, by te Hing him that we 
ask himself, whether L. meant there what ; believed in future punishment, By hou- 
he now means. He undertook to state | estly declaring that all the universalists be- 
the leading principles of universalism, fer | lieve the same. By telling him that we be- 
the purpose of showing that they would ‘lieve men will be nunished for their sins. 
make men more “ victous and temoral.” | By intimating that be was not sufficiently 
In stating these principles, as he supposed, | explicit. ‘T hat if he meant to : say, that we 
he made an erroneous statement. He said | did not believe in pamsagsent bey ond the 
“ This doctrine teaches mankind, that by | grave, that we would answer and say, that 
the general atonement, whieh Christ Ras | some universalists believe men will be pu- 
made for their sins, their final salvation and | nished sufiiciently in this world, and some 
happiness arcabsolutely and unconditionally 'do not. Yes, this must be the “only quib- 
secured to them.” ‘his he said was a | bling he alludes to, for this is the amount 
Jeading principle of universalism. We told | of what we said in the paragraph upon this 
him and our readers, that he evinced | point. We ask the candid reader if this be 
great ignorance of universalism, in say- | | pedantry ? If this be quibbiing ? 
ing that the above was a leading principle | 5. We are next accused of mutilating a 
of itt The reader is requested to decide | sentence of L. in transcribing it. He says 
for himself, whether L. meant what he said | we omitted the letter a which was of great 
in his first communication. moment to his sentence. The reader is 
Hie tells us that the principle design | requested to turn to our 4th No. fifth para- 
of his writing, was to cenfute the hypothe- | graph, where he will find what L. callsa 
sis, ** that there is no, punishment beyond | copy of his sentence. [i will be perceived 
the grave.” How fur he has succeeded | that we only intended to give L’s meaning. 
can easily be determined by the reader. | We are confident we did this. It is useless 
But let us query a little on this subject. If} to dwell upon this subject, for every one 
it was his principal design to confute the | well knows that the indefinite article is not 
doctrine of a punishment beyond the grave, | used to designate a thing so definitely, as 
why did he not confine himself to that par- | the definite. 


ticular point?) Why attack privé ate char-| 6. We are next certified, that L. found 
acter ? Why call the universalists debauch- | abundant authority for asserting, that * the 
ees, drunkards, murderers, and blasphemers ?| notion of a future punishment is a mere 





Why say that a majority of the vicious class | bugbear of superstition and fanaticism, in 


of society w ere univer: salists? Why make | The Gospel Inquirer. We certainly are 
assertions awhich every observing man | surprised at this, Does L. mean to bean 
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spon man? en he mean io sea the | 
truth? The fact is. we never made this | 
declaration. neither in the Gospel Lnquirer, 
nor elsewhere. The first tume we ever 
saw the expression mi its present form, was 
in the cxunmapication of I. We eal! up- 
on you, sir, to point us to the sentence in 
the Gospe! Inquirer, that thus reads. If 
there ts abund ant authority for your declar- 
afion, therein to be found, you can easily 
refer us to it. We believe that we have 
not even hinted at the doctrine of future 
punishment in the Inquirer. Vhe only 
place where it is mentioned. ts ina letter 
addressed to the Rev. Mr. Ballou of £5 s- 
ton, and in this it is only said that it wino- 
hun Roy disbelieved the doctrine. 

7. L?s remarks upon our animadversion 
on pharisatsm, together with bis contempta 
ous cant about future things, are’ so neirly 
allied, and bear so great an affinity to the 
Papal Bulls, that we shall pass them with. 
ont further notice, than merely to 
friend L. to ponder well before 


ask 


‘manner of spirit he is of.’ 
8. L. now comes to the 5th No. of the 


8 ee 


writing in | 
the same style again, and determine what 





Tngnirer, and undertakes to show that our 
attempts to expose a too obvious contradic- 
tion of his, had proved unsucce ssful and 
totally unavailing. We did assert that he 
had coutradicted himself, and we verily be 
lieve that nove but a blind man could fail 
seeing the fair and just conclusions result- 
ing from the premises of our correspondent. 
He denies what we fai rly proved, If the 
reader will be careful in observing the rea 
soning of L, he will at once perceive 
he alludes to the subject which we briefly 
noticed in our last and which we will no- 
lice again. We cannot notice 
ersations. It would be spe! nding time use- 
lessly and without any profit to our patrons, 
Now for the facts 
versalists formed a majority 
considered vicious and immoral.” 
terwards said, that a very numerons class 
were governed mostly by a principle of 
ower, After saying that the universalists 
Were vicious and immoral generally, he (hen 
declares their general character is not bad, 
{this is not saying that black is whi fe, and 
then saying, that it is nol, 


of that class 


the foree of language. Bat how does L. 
evade the subject now ? 
words reader. He accuses us of misrepre- 
senting him. Hlear him and decide for 


Nourse! 





e that 


e all his tergiy- | 
| al reasoning, of his bare faced :ubterfuges, 


L. stated that ** the uni- | 
| generally, 
He af- | 


we frankly ac- | 
know led: ye our mcompetency to determine | 
i his tirst 


‘Take his own | 


“ [did not sav that the eereral | 
. ~~. 


acter 2” 
they (that is univ: 


; never 








THE GOSPEL INQUIRER. 
character of the universalists is vicious and 
immoral.” 
He asserts positively, that he did not sa) 
that © the general character of the univer- 


There can be no mistake here. 


salists Was vicious and immoral.’ Is not 


thus indirectly admitting that such a che ge 


agaiost the universalists would be false 


But let us examine the declarationo! L. He 
Says 
L’s communication) 


(see the 4th number, 2d paragraph of 
* Let us for a mo- 
ment look abroad among the abettors of 
that doctrine. Whiatis thetr general char- 
He here asks what character 
rsalists) sustain.  ‘Phis 
question he answers in the following plat 
languave. ‘ It is a notorious fact that 
they ¢ coustitute by far the maj rity of th: it 
class considered vicious ai! tumoral,’ 

We told him in answer that this was false. 
We now tell bim that it is a ton! slander. 
He then said that there was a very nume- 
rous Class that were not immoral. This is 
our understanding of his language. We 
said in our conclusion of this part of tke 
subject, that he contradicted himself. In 
answer he says that « honest mantis not a 
virtuous man If an henest man is not a 
virtuous mana Cishonest ove certainly mus 


be. "There is no aitcrnative left now for 
friend '.. 
3. Be states “a formal svilogism” to rid 


himself of his contradictions. Hew far he 
has succeeded, will be decided by the can- 
did reader. We do not think, however, 
thai he has fairly stated the subject. The 
following is more correct. We wish to 
keow the general com :p 'exion of mankind. 
We ask therctore what is their general com- 
plexion 2?) Answer. [tis a notorious fact 
tha! the majority are neg What think 
you now, r, of L’s syllogistic- 


roes, 


candid reade 


BCS, ef his denials 


What think you. of him 


{ hic hice S 1” r( 
O1 DIS ern sound in. ( har 


and admissious ? 


10 itis an old adage that a‘ drowning 
man will catch ata straw.” The greatest 


scepiic will be satistied of the truth of this 


iby notiemng the following exertion of L. 


‘To prove that we bad mis represen ted, bim, 
he says, he did not assert that he ever he ard 
universalists advise men to be irreligious. 
Very well. (Tbe readcr will please to re- 
member that we asked L. in our reply to 
commenication what universalist 
be ever heard advise men to be trreitgious / 

And that he now says, in answer, that he 
heard a universalist give such ad- 


6 se own f oh), try 
‘ {. sa L¥§ 44. *t+a> 0; ate - or inien that 


vice.) 














the universali-t and his doctrine stat ve- 
ry differently. The universalist td/s men 
(mark this reader) that they must be reér- 
gious, but his Cocir uve tells them (remember) 
th at to be religious in this world is not ne- 
Who ever heard the hke ? How 
does this subject now stand Answer. 
‘The univers: list (preacher [ suppose ts 
meant) tells men that they must be religeous 
But his doctrine tells them that it is uone- 

cessary. Heve is certainly another patpa- 
ble contradiction. Does not the univer- 
salist preach the doctrine of universalism ? 
Yes. What preach ? 

men to be relisious. What dees 
trine say ’ Li tells men that itis unnecessa- 
ry? Phus it stands according to Ls. 
universalist preaches one thing and the 
doctrine of the universalist another. How , 


cessary.” 


docs he 


we ask. does not the universalist preach | 


universalism 2? What perticularty contra- 
distinguishes him from other preachers, Sut 
that ot his preaching univ sth P ‘The 
fact is, that the universalisis and the dec. 


nected. And when you spe 
versalist, you do it with reference to his 
religious Character. When we speak ofa 
lawyer, we speak of him in that character, 
The same of the physician and all other 
professors. Wien we speak of the Pope, 
we speak of him in refercuce to the char- 
acter he sustains. 
the sake of the argument, to allow L. all 
that he can wish on this subject. 

Now, str, we tel! you that universalism 
does not iell men to be wriligious, 


again. Ifyou kiow any thing about the 


doctrine, you must know that it gives no | 
| nied its auth: ority, and that | by m: king use 


encouragement to licentiousvess. Do you 
suppose that Paul meant to encourage men 


to be irreli gious when he preached the doc- | 


trine tothe Romans in the foilowing terms ? 
“Therefore as by the offence of one, 
judgment came upon all men to condemna- 
lion: even so by the righieousness of one 
the free gift came upon all men unto justi- 
fica ion of lite : Rom: v.18. Did he when 
he preached it to ‘Timothy in the strongest 
language? © Who will have all men to be 
saved and come unto the know!ledge of the 
truth: 1 Tim. ii. 4. It is surprising tous, 
that any man,-of a limited acquaintance 
with this doctrine, will soy, that it encour- 
ages men to ®e irreligious. 


» Lisays * that it is not true that en-| 
e | r , . . ¥ 
always accompan ies a course of | work of the creature, be the final means oi 


The surprise which | 


Fh i 
Virtue in this world.’ 
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He tells | 
the doc- ! 


The H 
| We asst 


read cure! 


trine of untversalisin are Inscparably con- | not Consicer ourse lves 
mak of the uni- | 
‘nication of the charac ter of the last. 


But we are willing for | 


Do | 
you wish us to preach this doctrine to you | 
‘has he not, in so doing, decreed the trans- 





| the foreordination of sin ? : 








55 


oul correspondent had previously excited 
by his want of coolness, candor, and chari- 
iy was greatly diminished when we read 
the above assertion. Now the same causes 
will juveriably produce the seme ffecis. 
And heice if “ enjoyment accoinpa- 
nies a course of virtue” it must always. It 
s bad decirine that tells men that the prac- 


ever 


ticeot viriuc will no: always make them 
nappy. 
12. We pass over many of L’s remarks, 


them us 
coniidenat that 


Wworliy any notice, 


can furnish 


consider:pe 


and feeling we 


our readers with something more mterest- 
. a 
oi 
lng. Yai 
2. Le accuses us of making several mu- 


tilatious in his former con anunieation. 
ire f.. and the reader, that we have 
ily his communtcation, and have 
not been able to find any alteration that al- 
ters the scuse at all. There may be a few 
errors, but they are purely typograplica:, 
and altogether unintentional. 

To conclude, we inform Ls that we shall 
under any obliga- 
insert columns a comiu- 


tions to in our 


IeWitor. 
To any clerzyman cf the Calvinistic order, 
who muy please to read this eprstle. 

Dear Sia, 

wil you be so good as to give me some 

id answers to the following questions : 

1. C vat) God deny himself, by being the 
author of opyosition to hts own holy natare ° 
Bit ifhe has decreed sin, or in other words, 
toreordained wha'soever comes to pass ; 


can 


gression of his own Jaw, and thereby de- 
ol creaiure means to oppose it? Foras sin 
(which is the transgression of the law) has 
come to pass, God must have ordained it, 
fall that comes to pass is by him before 
ordained : but this is very much doubted. 
2. Even supposing it should be granted, 


that God has a P lan of grace, according to 


his foreknowledge of all things, will it na- 
turally follow as a consequence, that sin is 
orcained in tiat plan, as a means of salva- 

tion from sin Or, are we to re if 
all sin is to be considered as distinctly 


| forcordained, that the degrees of God in 


the plan of his grace, are predicated on 
’: this also is ve- 
sin Cannot, as u 


For 


ry much doubted. 


happiness {0 anv, uniess we admit that sal- 
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pour own nr i transgressing he law. 


means can produce ean holy effect, for the But cou'd we finally stay his haad, when 


object must be unholy, in order to charac- 
terize the act unholy. ‘Vherefore 

3. As we must all acknowledge, that si: 
in all its awful deformity, distresses the 
whole world : shail we believe that God by 
a glorious plan of his infinite wisdom, hath 
undertaken to deliver some from his own 
decrees of sin, and to confirm others as 


subjects of those heart-rending decrees of 


cruelty ? Or shall we believe th: ut God by 
his wisdom and goodness, for his own glo- 
ry and the best good of his creat ion, ‘has 
undertaken, through his most holy and 

ell chosen means, to save all men from 
sins, which like he never decreed? If the 
end of Jehoval’s plaa is salvation from sin, 
the means thereto must correspond with 
the end, and of course, if the end is de- 
creed, so are the means, also: again, asthe 
end is salvation from sin, even so the means 
employed cannot partake of the nature of 
that sin which they are to deliver us from. 

4. Ifsin is avrex rable to the willof God, 
as being foreord ined according to his wiil, 


would it not follow of course, that when | 
owa wicked will, is | 


reature does his 
transgressing the hely law of God, t! rat he 
at the same time, in the same act, did ac 
cording to the decresing will of Jehovah? 
Then wheat rule show.d we go by, if we ca! 
~~ will holy and not the other, 1: sh: ould 
be glad to know? ‘lo say, because God 
#s a holy betng, ther ciore, 
reason way his willis holy, would in this 
case, be eithicr directly or indirectly, beg- 
ging the question, For why ts asiuner ua: 
holy, b it because his will is agaiust a boly 
jaw? Andsurely be could not be less so, 
if he should wil! another person aud ap- 
point him to break that holy 
5. If God has made an holy 


law ° 
law or de- 


creed, and all mea are amenable to that | 
God that it | 


law, Lask, was it the wil of 
shoal be obeyed by them, or did he will 
that they shoald fiiall! ty disobey it?) and if 
ihe veri then that law must have been 
contrary to his will, and the Jaw being holy 
but contrary to hie: will, would na turally 
imply the will to be upholy. Baton the 
other hand, if wit is such, thot Ire 
has predetermined that all shall ‘inally obey 
the holy law, thea his wilis as boty as the 


a a 
(ea Ss 


law. UP shail readily admit, that we op- 
pose the will of God when we traosgress 
his law, but do wot trestrate it; for itis on- 


iy because be does not execete his will, at 
blo, at al! to do 


tuc time, why we are abic, 


| 
' H 
} 


ve have a good | 


} heave 


he sought to execuie his will, thea God 
would be frustrated. 

| 6. Willnoet God finally get 
‘self, in magnifying and ss his own 
| holy law, by causing it to be d by ev- 
| cry moral being | » Think of sata Sir. 

| 7 If all 1 do! finally ovey it, will they 
| not be habe. as the law they odcy ts holy? 
| 

| 

| 

| 


| 
{ 
| 
vlory to him- 


Que, 


8. And if all last are holy, can any 
then be unh: per, * seeing huncss and hup- 
piness must dwell together ? 

9, Is it not reasonable for us to conclude 
that God eternaliy loves that whici 
) 
his giorv ? Now, if endless disobedience 
to his law, in part of mankind, is for God's 
glory, then, of course, be loves eternal re- 
bellion, and will support it against his holy 
law, and thus deay himseif. Bat this can- 
aot be, therefore, sin is not for his glory. 
The present existence of sin cannot des- 


! troy God’s glory, if he finally glorifies him- 
lself in its e Some 
! 
| 


sa figs 
in iOd 





mplete destruction. 
talk ef sin, that it robs God of his glory, 
| but and God has foreordained 
man should commit this great i bbery, I 
would then ask, how win the tables stand 
inthe great day, when cvery hidden thing is 
brought to light, and it shonld be found, 
that man, though he thougut sin was cptire- 
ly of himself, yet should find Gad’s secret 
'decrees hal a hand in the robbery of his 
}own glory, Could they feel much. con- 
demned in such a ? And further, 
| would itset God’s character in avery ami- 
| able light? think net. $ 
| 10. Do you believe that the holy justice 
of God requires obedience to his law, and 
| that nothing short of obedience can satisiy 
| his justice? If you do, you are thus far 
correct ; for pure justice always demands 
| whatis right: and obedience to the right- 
| cous law ‘of God, is duc from every moral 
| being: therefore God’s divine justice can- 
| not be satisfied, as it respects the law, and 
| our obligation to it, short of our perfect 
| obedience to the holy law in all its require- 
| 
lm 
| 


ae ea 
ii di at oe Cs, 


ow 


Case 


_ ments. 
Wili the justice of God ever be 
lished by obtaining what it demands ? O: 
ust we suppose that right will never take 

I ice, neither in time nor in eternity ? Did 
| jus: ice de epend on any finite power, dictat- 
ed by creature wisdom, then we might have 
some cloak for. our sin, if @e were to be- 
lieve it will never be satisfied, but this 1s 
} het the case, for be that hath all power ina 
} i and earth, has undertaken to sce. 


Vv 
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the whole law tmiitleds s ey not one jot 
sconline to his own 
words; Matt. v. 17, 18. 


lit r vs if ae Tait Fail, 


i. 4 ove aud obedience justly due 
to God fr ery rauional creature ? This 
fret you ou caeey. Phen Jehovah will 
have his 'i if justice is ever satisfied, 
for what belong ‘a him must be restored 5 


and if be recezt r fold love and obe: 
dienc e, whe has a vel to grumble or find 

2 be tiv ' and know, that he is 
faulki? be ti | and know, that he i: 


God, 


Now, dear sir, Jook at Calvin’s gloomy | 


sysiem of robbery, which, tf it were true, 
ue great Jehova! 
dive; his justice 
his merey would ons 
course b's glory would | 
ed. And yet yor vt LVE « 
aca se, Y. a heve enlisied uader his sa- 
beheaners, and -o ered into an unhallow- 
ed waraucanete:rual truth. O! man, re- 
pont of your vy chedness. Come out of 
dav.n c= into vac hight. Be on the 


vould never be satisfied, 
be pariiaily, and of 
re eternally eclips- 
spoused so wicked 


Loras oie: > be thou faithful unto 
Geath, and 4 , uch as none but the 
friends oF t ver knew, shall be thy 
great j 

Paw te v. affectionate friend and 
servan: ff o~? sake. Amen. 


AMENTO. 





cre 


SORALIST—No. 2. 


Pi? tou. sess tendeth lo life. Proverbs. 


Noli, can be more absurd, than to suppose that 
hop oss: eau be found to toilowing the directions of 
vi vtrine is more de lusive, more false, or 
mote pe... teusto the morals of community, ‘than 
that which inculeates the idea, that the wicked are 
happy athis world, and the righteous miserable. It 
isalivel upon virtue and a centradiction of the doc- 
trinc taught in the scriptures of truth. The sacred 
oracles or form that * there is po peace to 
the wiekea,”? tha®** the way of the transgressor is 
hard?’ And this is daily confirmed by common ob- 
servation, Aias! the tales of woe whicir night be 
told, tov ampiy furnish us with evidence on this sub- 
ject. Say, ye fellow men, is there vo misery in this 
world 2? Joes the practice of vice lead youto the 
fountain of moral health, the source of all spivitual 
enjoyment 2? Have you, by rolling in sin, by riot- 
ing in acts of dissipation, by listening to the svren 
song, the delusive no) of the faithless dame of ini- 
quity found that pleasure which you expected ? Have 


these furnished you with the sweets of peace, the | 
charms of virtue, the enlin, cheerful. undisturbed tem. | 
per, which flows from an obedience to the mandates | 


of Justice, truth, goodness and morality? Were you 
fu speak truth, aud had you the power of ae ancicut 
artist, we might expect (o bear * the marble speak,’ 

and, in moving feeling accents, rclate a tale of the 
deepest woe From this tale we should learn, that 
ihe practice of vice had, corroded social enjoyment, 
and poconed don e felicity, Yes, the sad tale 
would iatorm us, tro the prince on the throne, 
Whose brow is decked with bioomirg garlands, and 


whose temple ig wreathed witha laurel ef earthly | 








fame, who receives the _ homage of potentates, the 
| fealty of Kings, the suspecting smiles ot Courtiers, the 
| respect and obedience of subjects, down to the beg- 
| gar grovelling in the dust, clad in tatters, and subject- 
ed to all the extremes of hunger and want, Lice has 
embittered, poisoned, and even destroyed all social 
pleasures. ‘Mark its effects. The once dimpled cheek 
that often glowed with charms of innocency, the 
smiles of virtue, the captivations of beauty, and ador- 
ned with modesty and artless simplicity, is now pale, 
sunk and Wan, But what has caused this? It is the 
frequent abberations of a bosom friend, that promis- 
ed at hymens sacred altar to protect, defend, solac@ 
comfort and console, It is an abandonment of alt 

principle, that has produced this affecting scene, 
O Thou urfeeling, faithless, wretched man, let me 





never would have his- 


beseech thee, whether thou arta votary of Bacchus, 
a devotee to the temples of prostitution and profliga- 
cy, or at the altar of iniquity ; to turn from these vi- 
cious pursuiis and walk in the road of virtue, which 
will lead youto the temple of peace, contentment, 
and happineés perfected. 

LUCAS. 





From the Boston U, Magazine. 
(> Another Conversion in the Ministry. 
Plymouth, (Mass.) June 30, 1823. 
REV. HOSEA BALLOU, 

Sir—Though unacquainted with you, I 
take the liberty to address you on the sub- 
ject of religion, hoping yeu will not take it 
amiss, aS I have Jately come out in defence 
of Universal Salvation. ! 

In my 19th year, (about 8 years ago,) I 





Se ee a te ogee ssteneee 





‘united myself to the Methodist Episcopal 
church ; and for seven years I have been 
an official member, and, for about four 
years, a preacher in said ¢ harcl: : and tho’ 
J can bear testimony to the picus sincerity 
of my brethren in the imipistry, and my 
Jay brethren in general, such is the imper- 
fection of our discipline, that no difference 
of opinion can be telerated, especially 
among the ministry ; and, on that account, 
I tind myself under the disagreeable neces- 
sity of withdrawing my membership, and 
uniting with some society of more liberal 
and tolerant views. 

I believe the following are the principle 
poinis in which J ditler from my brethren. 

1. Ido not like Episcopacy. 

| do not believe in the doctrine of the 

Trinity. 





any other depravity, that makes it necessa- 
ry for us to hate God, previous to a super- 
ag — conversion. 

. Ido not believe in infinite, nor vica- 
rious atonement. 

5. Ido not believe in supernatural con- 
yer si0N. 

6. Ldo not believe there is a wicked im- 
material being possessing personal identity, 
whom the Lord permits to wander about, 
/ and constantly counteract his gracious de- 
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3. 1 do not believe in total depravity, or — 
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signs 5 nor is [ aliuee | in any other devi! 4 


>] 
but wicked men, and personfied pfreciptes| 


of evil. 

7th, and lastly, [ do not believe in the 
unmercifal doctrine of endless punishment. 

‘The above named points, | consider nei- 
ther scriptural nor reasonable. 

My articles of faith are very simple. I 
believe in one God, and one Lord Jesus 
Christ, and that because he lives, we shall 
also live. 

i have never read any universalist books, 
except lately, a sermon, and I have never 
beard any universalist preaching, except 
two sermons at the dedication of the new 
meeting house in Boston, a few weeks ago. 

Ii you will have the goodness to an swer 
this, this week, and let me know wherein I 
differ from you, and on what condition I 
can be received as a preacher in the Uni- 
yersalist Church, you will oblige me very 
much. ELIPHALET CASE, JUN. 


BLACK RIVER ASSOCIATION. 


The Black River Association will meet 
at Ellisburgh, at the Meeting-house, on the 
second Wednesday and Thursday of Octo 


Her. Sal. 





NEW PUBLICATION. 

A paper entitled “ EVANGELICAL REPER- 
rory”’ of 16 pages octavo, lias recently 
been commenced in Chaslesiow n, (Mass.) 
by Rev. Edward Turner. It is aided 
monthly. U. Mag. 

SUBSCRIPTIONS 

For the ** HERALD OF SALVATION,” pub- 
lished «at Watertown N. Y. and edited by 
brother Pitt Morse ; will be received by 


the editor of the “Inquirer,” who is agent | 


for the work. ‘Terms one dollar, payabie 


an advance. 


oe 


( NOTICE. 


| 








' 


We have the pleasure of announcing to | 


our readers, and the public, 


HOSA 


September next, at 2 o’clock in the after- 
noon. 





iG ABRIEF REPLY, 

To the Rev. Lemue! Haynes’ sermon 
against Universal Salvation—by the Rev. 
Hosea Ballou of Boston. for sale by C. 
Nichols, at his printing oflice in this village: 


price 6 cents, 


that the licy. | 
ALLOU of Boston, will preach 
at Eaton’s Bush, on Friday, the Lsth of 











































tC? A WO RD TO 4 

Those of our subserit vers, Who have not 
cor nplied with the terms of the Inquirer, 
will cdo us a favor *1 pete en witi- 
out delay, the amoun‘ of their subscriptions, 
We hope tuat it will not be forgotten, that 
we areunder obligations to pay the printer 
and paper maker : and that we depend up- 
on our subscribers to enable us to do this. | 
A fourth part of this volume is publish- 
ed, and this is the first tin.e that we have 
called upon eur czstant subscribers. We 
truly hope this call will not be useless. 

Ii our-subscribers fulfil the i: engagements 

e shail be better able to discharge our du- 
cae 

N. B. If the above request is not attend- 
ed to within a proper time, we shall feel our- 
selyesat liberty to discontinue the papers of 
all those who disregard it. EDITOR. 


Tree re 


A SINGULAR CUSTOM. 

The inhabitants of Barcelona in Spain, 
on the isi day of November, (the eve of 
all souls, as they term it,) run about from J 
house to house, to eat chesnuts ; believ- 
ing that for every chesnut they swallow, 
with proper faith and unctica, they shall 
deliver a soul out of purgatory //: 

ctiladianie 
SELECTED. 
WHAT Is CHARITY ? 
‘Tis Rot to pause, when at my door 
A shiv’ring biother stands ; 


To ask the cause that made him poor, 
Or why he help demands, 


*Tis not to spurn that brother's prayer, 
For faulis he once had known ; 

’Tis not to leave him in despair, 
And say that I have none. 


The voice of Charity is kind : 


she thinketh nothing w — 
To every fault she seemeth Blind, 


Nor vaunceth with ber tongue. 


In penitence she placeth faith--- 
Hope smiletlh at her door : 

Believetl tirst—then softly saith, 
Go, Brother, sin no more. 


NOTICE. 
No Communication forwarded by mail, 
can be received, except the postage be paid. 
Persons wishing to become subscribers 
to “* "The Inquirer,” can forward to us 
their names through the medium of our 
agents or otherwise, Ed.’ 
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